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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Upon entry of the present amendment, claims 1-2, and 4-12 will be pending in 

this application and presented for examination. Claims 1 and 8 have been amended. Support for 
the amendment is found in paragraph 15. The Examiner has indicated that claims 4-6 contain 
allowable subject matter. Reconsideration is respectfully requested. 

The Examiner has rejected claims 1 and 7-10 under 35 USC § 102(b) as allegedly 
being anticipated by Kaiser (U.S. Patent No. 5,456,630). I respectfully traverse the rejection. 
Claims 1 and 8 have been amended to recite that the paddle wheel is flexible. 

The Kaiser cleaning tool, which is recited in the current specification in paragraph 
3, has been personally used by the undersigned. The wheel of Kaiser cleaning tool is hard and 
inflexible. In the Kaiser design, the wheel merely spins without actually cleaning the pad. 

In contrast, the currently claimed invention in much different as the paddle wheel 
is flexible. This advantageous design cleans a foam pad in a carpet beating type action (see 
paragraph 6). The flexible paddle wheel design of my invention is far superior to Kaiser, as my 
invention uses a paddle design to strike the surface, dislodging any debris. As such, Kaiser does 
not teach each of the elements of the claims the therefore, the Examiner is respectfully requested 
to remove the rejection as allegedly being anticipated by Kaiser (U.S. Patent No. 5,456,630). 

The Examiner has rejected claims 2, 1 1 and 12 under 35 USC §103(a) as 
allegedly being obvious over Kaiser in view of Sabo (U.S. Patent No. 5, 070,570). I respectfully 
traverse the rejection. Claims 1 and 8 have been amended to recite that the paddle wheel is 
flexible. 

Sabo does not supply the teaching clearly lacking in Kaiser. Sabo teaches a wire 
brush. Sabo does not teach or suggest a flexible paddle wheel as is currently taught and claimed. 

If someone with ordinary^kill combined Sabo's brush with Kaiser's wheel, they 
would have a rotatably driven round brush. This rotatably driven round brush would not be 
effective at cleaning the surface of the pad because it would be in continuous contact with the 
pad surface. This rotatably driven round brush would not offer any type of carpet beating action 
because it is not flexible. Therefore, the presently claimed cleaning tool is not obvious. 
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In view of the foregoing amendments, all claims are presently allowable. The 
Examiner is respectfully requested to issue a Notice of Allowance at an early date. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Glen Stuhlmacher II 
Pro Se 
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